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Since the A
appealed, it would be ﬁnpro-
er to dis,s;g §‘-“Eﬁ State De-:
par{ment’s 8. C

ficer, He Was charged With |
giving confidential docu-

ments
assist

d other gnauthorized

tee:

There are two Iarger is- :

sues, however, which deserve

public attention, quite apart '

from’ Mr. Otepka, s casé. They

concern the security ar-

rangements of the State De-~
partment, and the limits
beyond which & congres-
sional cofimittee should not |
g0 in its relations with that
depaftment.
Dgan Acheson has admit-
- ted"that the executive order
passed in the -Truman ad-
ministration led to avoidable
pergonal fragedies in the en~
forcément of security. regula-

tigns. This -order was passed .

during the demoralization
produced by the McCarthy

period. Even a man with Mr, !
~Acheson’s sense of fairness, !

gnd his devotion to the State

Department, could nof al-'

ways resist unjust andunfair :
pressures. The same unhappy
tale was repeated under Mr.
‘Dulle’s tenure as Secretary
_of State, sometimes with
even more grievous results,

Change in Temper
By the time Mr. Herter be-
came Secretary the fever of,
B suspicion and intolerance
%_ﬁ pretty well abated. It
i}

grandom accusation that a
munist spy or a Commu-
nist dupe had crept into a

~ position of power in t,heai

Btate Department.

‘During this bad period, 1t
became clear to a large num-< ' 11t

bet of Americans that the:
- State Department could pev-
&F Tunction effectively if its .
" dmhassadors and officlals
had to work in fear of a con-
greSS!onal post-mortem. In-
the  nature of things, Con-
gress would interest itself |
only in those situations
. Where mistakes had becn
Y made or where it was possi-

vle toGnitizecksikpprovéd F8FRelease : CIA-RDP

ce "to. the Senits In-
ternal Security Sdbcomnﬁb-.‘

to political advantage. It was
necessary therefore to aveid
a congressional policy of
harassment if a frank and
ecomprehensive debate was to
mark the shaping of policy
in the State Department.

But the recognition of this
sound principle does not end
the matter. It does not, for
. example, dispose of the Sen-
“! ate Internal Security Sub-

committee. That commitiee
| has been given a mandate by
Congress to ask detailed and
searching questions of the
executive branch. It is defi-
| nitely not an intruder when
| it questions members of the

rovided

FOIADb3b

no longer popular or ex- | Shay
pedlent to. explain the diffi-
tig;s of ‘American policy by

| it respects pri leges of

’ | execufive secrety inherent in-

the conduct of diplomacy

and directs its inquiries to a

| valid legislative purpose.
| But this particular com-
. mittee lacks the knowledge
- of American policy that is
enjoyed by the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee, It
does not receive a continuous
i stream of information on
. world affairs. It is very much
§ an outsider in its_relations
with the State Department
By training and instinet, it
tends to look for guilty men:
. When something has gone,

sour in Cuba or Viet Nam or.

the Dominican Republic. It 1s
ng. .wonder that the State De-'
Ertment is on guard when'

sugPrising that this very sen-

|
i

h problems could

EWE et British sys-
90 England the Foreign
. Wwould be represented
Flitmetit by the foreign
7, who would be per-
y responsible for the

! conduct of that vast depart-|.

ment. Noofficial could be
" harassed or questioned with-

this committee is carrying:
.an investigation. Nor is it’

TiYEness raises the suspicion,
e committee that the
Department 18 being;|
an candid and co-op-:
ive. Hence the strained |
: | ors to, a ‘Senate committee.

‘sible.

ont having the right to g0
at once to the foreign secre-

tary. for protection. Besides,
| Hothing remotely comparable

to the Senate Internal Secu-,

rity Committee can be found'

Role for Secretary of State

It is futile, of course, to
mix the British tradition
with the American technigue
of government. But is there
nothing to “be 1earned ‘from
that treu:ht,xon’J Surely the
lesson must be that the Sec-
retary of State.should per-
sonally be informed of the
objéctives of any Senate in-
vestigation, and he must also
know why subordinate offi-
cials are to be investigated or
guestioned. No coherent poli-
ey, especially in areas of con-
troversy, can be formulated
if minor officlals are free to
tell tales about their superi-

Using the C;ecrei',zﬁd‘y of State
in an invedtigation would not
mean that the investigation
would he handicapped or im--
peded: It wou;d merély mean

that every"fHVestization

would be ot(fnﬂ?’iﬁd 1bbpon-'
PR ngar

. In addition, tHe"State De-
partmeént shoﬁfd a8k the
President 19 ‘!"ev'ise “the  ex-
ecutive order - g ifiternal
security in the light of pres-
ent - conditions. That would

L

be ths hest way to hakesdoin:
struttbp i dl.this aififortu- -
nate:4 & A e
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